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Kohli Delivers Traditional New Year's Address 


Cites Next Disarmament Steps 
LD301427 Hamburg DPA in German 1149 GMT 
30 Dec 87 


[Text] Bonn (DPA}—The next disarmament step 
between East and West must be an agreement on the 
drastic reduction of nuclear strategic potentials, accord- 
ing to Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl. In his tradi- 
tional New Year's address on Deutsche Welle to Ger- 
mans abroad, he expressed hope that such a treaty would 
be signed at the next summit meeting between US. 
President Ronald Reagan and Soviet party leader Mik- 
hail Gorbachev. The meeting is planned for Moscow in 
1988. 


Kohl said that further disarmament steps which Bonn is 
urging are a rapid global ban on chemical weapons and 
speedy negotiations on a “balanced relationship” 
between conventional weapons and nuclear short-range 
systems—"“and that at a lower level.” 


Views GDR, Economic Issues 
LD30145! Hamburg DPA in German 1084 GMT 


30 Dec 87 

[Excerpts] Bonn (DPA)}—In his New Year's address, 
Federal Helmut Kohi described the agree- 
ment between the United States and the Soviet Union on 
che elimination of their medium-range nuclear missiles 
as the most important international event of 1987. For 
the first time in history a whole category of weapons is 
being removed, the chancellor emphasized. “The conclu- 
sion of this treaty is a sign that awakens new, justified 
hopes.” 


But the chancellor emphasized in the foreign policy part 
of his address that a just, secure, and lasting peace would 
not be the result only of arms control and disarmament. 
“Peace begins in che hearts of people,” he emphasized. 
Where people are suriving for peace... “they want to 
come together, want to meet one another.” That is why it 
1S SO important that the borders between East and West 
should open ever wider. 


Kohl recalled that he had emphatically told SED Leader 
Erich Honecker during his Bonn visit “that we will never 
come to terms with the division of Germany.” The 
chancellor reaffirmed this basic position but stressed ai 
the same time the further readiness of the federal 
ernment for practical cooperation “for the benefit 
people.” Five million visitors from the GDR this year is 
a “so far unprecedentedly high number.” The people in 
Germany have not only become closer in this way, but 
they also have experienced personally “what they have in 
common and what unites them.” More has been 
achieved for the unity of the nation in this way than 
through boasting. 
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In the field of economic development, Kohl admitted 
that the situation on the world market remains difficult, 
“but we have taken precautions.” “Economic develop- 
ment in the FRG remains positive in 1988,” the chan- 
cellor said optimistically. [passage omitted] 


Speaking of the coal and steel crisis, Kohl gave the 
assurance: “Many people on the Rhine and the Ruhr, on 
the Saar and in other regions are looking toward the 
future with concern. We will not abandon them.” 
Against the background of the structural problems in 
agriculture Kohl made clear in connection with the 
German EC presidency which starts on | January that he 
is firmly resolved “to make good use of this time, above 
all, to help the affected people.” [passage omitted] 


Lothar Ruehl FRG-French Defense Ties 
DW 300916 Bonn DIE WELT in German 29 Dec 87 p 6 


[Article by State Secretary in the Defense Ministry 
Lothar Ruch: “German-French Military Cooperation Is 
the Centerpiece of European Security™] 


[Text] German-French solidarity is the political founda- 
tion of all northwest European countries’ common secu- 
rity. It is a privileged, but not an exclusive, relationship. 
For both neighbors on the Rhine the security community 
Britain is an indispensable military, economic, and polit- 
ical supplementation. 


That reality, which is determined by West Europe's 
geography and history, has to be taken into account by 
the German-French relationship. As a military-political 
nucleus that is closely linked with Great Britain, the 
“alliance within the alliance” —in order to become effec- 
tive—must be embedded in the emerging European 
Community and the Atlantic alliance with North Amer- 
ica. The geopolitical-strategic unity of West Europe in 
the face of the threat from the East, meaning the Soviet 
continental power, is the decisive reality of European 
security. 


From a military-geographical viewpoint, France and the 
FRG offer the only viable territorial basis in northwest 
and central Europe for the defense of West Europe, 
which has no territorial depth. What this means for 
France is the fact that its security is affected and has to 
be protected on German soil. What this means for the 
Federal Republic—as well as for Beigium and the Neth- 
erlands—is the fact that without the French hinterland, 
the support of their own defense would be too thin and 
thus too weak. 


Including France militarily—to the largest possible 
degree—in forward defense [Vorneverteidigung] in Ger- 
many and making it participate actively in a crisis at the 
earliest possible time, is therefore not only in the Ger- 
man, but also in the European and the Atlantic Alliance's 
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interest because the allied armed forces in Germany 
need to be supported and reinforced by all available 
resources that can be mobilized in time. 


Thus German-French military cooperation becomes an 
element bridging France's special position and the allied 
defense system on German soil. By cooperating in the 
military and security policy areas, France and the FRG 

the foundation for a European pillar in the 
Atlantic alliance with North America. Without such 
German-French relationship, such a pillar would not 
even have a solid basis. 


On the other hand, besides that northwest European 
reality, a second, larger geopoiitical-straiegic dimension 
has to be taken into account by German-French cooper- 
ation: the relationship with our North American allies 
whose military presence and power on the continent are 
as indispensable for the security and defense of West 
Europe as the United States’ strategic commitment to 
protecting Europe against Soviet military power domi- 
nating the European situation. 


That relationship with Nonh America could not be 
replaced by any German-French or European concentra- 
tion of forces, by any construction of military coopera- 
tron among the West European countries, or by any other 
continental political setup. The geopolitical-strategic 
unity of the North Atlantic Alliance area and military- 
political solidarity with the United States constitute the 
basis of West Europe's defense capacity. The stability of 
European security hinges on the American counter- 
weight to the Soviet Union's Eurasian continental power 
position. Without that counterweight, the balance of 
power and thus a security policy based on the balance of 
forces between the East and West would not be possible. 


That reality is all the more important for West Europe's 
security since in the scope of the global balance of power 
there is no military balance between East and West in 
Europe. On the contrary. there is the Warsaw Pact's 
military superiority which is connected with the advan- 
tages of its central geostrategic position and large terri- 
torial depth in Europe. 


The U.S. Armed Forces in Europe have a special politi- 
cal and strategic quality for the Soviet Union because 
they embody our relationship with the United States and 
illustrate the American superpower engagement for the 
protection of West Europe. 


France has always allowed for that reality in its political 
calculation. Ever since General de Gaulle withdrew 
France from NATO's military integrated command in 
1966-67, no French Government has ever offered or 
intended to offer that France would be able to assume 
the position of protective power for Europe held by the 
United States, protect Europe with French nuclear weap- 
ons against a Soviet offensive threat, or build up a 
European defense without U.S. armed forces. After Gisc- 
ard d'Estaing, President Mitterrand also has always 
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stressed in public that Paris does not consider loosening 
its alliance with the United States or encouraging a 
development that could weaken the United States’ stra- 
tegic commitment to West Europe's security. 


Special German-French relations could never replace 
relations between France and United States or relations 
between the United States and the FRG. 


However, there is indeed no doubt about the fact that a 
“security community” has developed between France 
and the FRG in the scope of the Alliance—as if says in 
the Karisruhe statement of 13 November 1987—which 
has to be reflected by the two countries’ foreign policies 
and their military defense concepts. 


That 1 also expressed .a the Karlsruhe statement which 
says that “the rapid deployment of the French Armed 
Forces alongside their German ally 1s a decisive clement 
of the contribution made by France to the Alliance and 
to Europe's security.” 


That is also meant by the statement by French Prime 
Minister Chirac, who said that “the threat to France's 
survival begins at its border. the threat to its security at 
its neighbors’ borders.” 


To that effect, the parties to the treaty of the West 
European Union, in their 27 October 1987 statement in 
The Hague on European security interests, stated their 
determination to defend “every member country on its 
borders.” That document also emphasizes the “obliga- 
tions of solidarity” existing between the seven countries 
under the alliance clause of the treaty, and speaks about 
a “community of fate” among them. 


Therefore, the German-French t on common 
security and defense should be viewed in that larger West 
European framework for common defense. That is why 
both sides have embedded their relationship in a Euro- 
pean perspective. The French and the Germans alone are 
unable to give that perspective its substance. The other 
West European allies have to make their contribution. 
German-French ideas and initiatives could provide the 
guidelines, they could not give orders. German-French 
examples of actual military cooperation could show 
practical solutions to problems such as that of the 
“interoperability” of armed forces or equipment for 
common purposes of defense in the same area. They 
cannot impose common European interests. 


German-French military cooperation is confined to 
south and southwest Germany and to France. In that 
area operational options offer themselves that are mili- 
tarily useful for supporting allied forwarded defense 
[Vorneverteidigung}]. The U.S. Armed Forces in partic- 
ular, as well as the NATO Central European supreme 
command, could profit by that. The earlier the 
possible number of French troops are available in 
many. the more reserves can be deployed in the event of 
a crisis and conflict. 
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After the German-French “Bold Sparrow” military exer- 
cises took place in Bavaria, during which a light deploy- 
ment force of 20.000 men advanced up to 70 km of the 
eastern border of FRG territory as the vanguard of the 
ist French Army. President Mittcrrand said thal the 
exercises had show: “how France would heip its ally.” 
once a political decision to that effect had been made in 
Paris. He also icfi no doubt about the fact that if the 
FRG were to be attacked France would make its contr- 
bution by force of arms. and announced thal in the 
future French troops would also be deployed cast of the 
valid boundaries, even though they would not from the 
Start take part in the allied armed forces’ forward defense 
[Vorneveriesdigung] in Germany. That qualifying 
remark should be noted as a political .=- dition for the 
participation of French troops. However, f French units 
support German divisions no more than about 70 km 
from the eastern border in a countcroffcnsive and in the 
flank, that problem may be considered militarily solved 
because the troops of the Ist French Army would be 

as an operational reserve under the command 
of the Allied Supreme Commander Central Europe and 
in the scope of the Army Group Central Europe. 


In the 1986 “Francoman Shicld™ exercises a French 
armored division from the Trer arca operated in north- 
east Bavaria. In the 1987 German-French mancuvers. 
the troops of the “Force d Action Rapide™ covered 1,300 
Km in 2 days. and aficr no more than 12 hours of 
preparations were 90 percent combat-ready. They took 
part in operations near Ingolstadt and Kelacim on the 
Danube, cast of the Rotterdam-Dortmund-Munich 
boundary that 1s still valid in principle. 


That approach to allied forward defense [ Vorneverteidi- 
gung] in Cooperation with a German corps points to the 
course which France's alliance policy has taken and 
shows why the German NATO partner has sought and 
organized such military cooperation with France even 
outside NATO's integrated military command structure. 
Therefore General Rogers. the former supreme allicd 
a: ae in Europe, agreed that the 1987 German 

exercises should be separated from “Autumn 
Forse” NATO exercises and be carried through as a 
national exercise with a bilateral German-French 
maneuver. 


Such pragmatic arrangements are necessary and serve 
the common Alliance purpose. they will be repeated in 
the future to give the participation of French troops in 
the common defense in Germany a solid bilateral frame- 
work and a dense mancuver pattern as a regular basis. 
Far from presenting a “substructure” splitting the Alli- 
ance or West Europe, such arrangements contribute with 
their inherent flexibility to consolidating the military 
connections between France and NATO's defense sys- 
tem in the European central region. 


The political signal effect on East Europe emanating 
from exercises like “Bold Sparrow” 1987 must not be 
understimated. The great interest shown by CDE 
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mancuver observers from the Warsaw Pact proves that. 
The exercises took into account the critscal defense 
situation of the 11 German Corps in Bavaria involving an 
unprotected flank toward the Austrian border. The very 
fact that France operated in thal arca to protect the flank 
demonstrated its political readiness for military opcra- 
tions which would not just support forward defense. but 
back European security in that critecal part cf Central 
Europe. Undoubicdly. that mcans a strengthening of the 
Western ability to control crises. 


Military cooperation with France can be organized, and 
French operations can be coordinated with those of the 
allied armed forces, without the valid strategic concepts 
having to be changed. The differences between the 
operational options of France's strategic doctrine and 
NATO's “flexible response” are in fact not large enough 
to make it umpossible for them to be bridged or even 
reduced in practice below the doctrinal level. 


As the military exercises and the comparison of opcra- 
tional and icadership principics have shown. that 1s 
largely possible in conventionally led operations. The 
decisive crucial point is the nuclear option. It is “the 
nuclear problem™ of presiraicgic French weapons, as 
President Mittcrrand said before the press in Karlsruhe 
on 13 November 1987. Those nuclear weapons would 
not be used tactical-operationally for a “nuclear battie” 
in Europe—something that 1s also reyected by the other 
European NATO partners—but they would serve as a 
“last warning™ before stratcgic nuclear weapons would 
be used as the French response to the contenuation of an 
attack against West Europe. 


In that respect the French doctrine assumes that such a 
signal function 1s incompatible with the application of 
NATO's strategy of “ficxible response” —an assumption 
that has to be checked by realistic criteria and in accor- 
dance with the operational necessities regarding the 
deployment of French troops in case of war. 


According to the French doctrine, the ultima-ratio sig- 
nalling effect of the use of French “prestrategic™ weap- 
ons would not allow a continuous continuation or repe- 
tition of nuclear sirikes against military targets of an 
attacking Warsaw Pact in Central Europe because that 
would make the “last warning signal” unclear and dubi- 
ous to a conventional attacker who—like the Soviet 
Union—also has nuclear weapons. 


That leads to the question of where that signal, which 
will presumably be given once, should be given. Presi- 
dent Mitterrand, discussing that problem in his speech at 
Augustusburg Castle in Bruchi on 19 October 1987, said: 
“France's nuclear stratcgy 1s solely aimed against an 
aggressor.” and “the warning that France would give™ by 
means of nucicar weapons would not necessarily have to 
be given on German territory. 
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Nonetheless. consultation between Paris and Bonn as 
well as coordination of the use of French “prestrategic™ 
nuclear weapons with NATO's regional nucicar options 
in Europe—meaning with the operational applicatvon of 
NATO's strategy of “flexible response”—would remain 
necessary. President Mitterrand statcd in Paris on 28 
February 1986 that he would “consult the German 
Federal Chancellor on the possible use of prestrategic 
French weapons on German territory.” 


The other coordination probicm cannot be solved belat- 
erally between Paris and Bonn. France has to coordinate 
it with the allies who are involved with NATO's regional 
nuclear armed forces in Europe. and with the NATO 
commands to whom the French Armed Forces would be 
assigned in case of defense. 


The FRG can only safeguard its national interest mm a 
tumely and reasonabic consultation on the “use fof 
nuclear weapons] on German territory” im the frame- 
work of German-French relations, as agreed upon in 
principle by President Mitterrand and Federal Chan- 
cellor Kohl in 1986. Of course. the German partner 
expects to be treated in the same way as he 1s treated by 
the United States and Great Britain as well as by the 
Allied Supreme Command in NATO consultations. 
That 1s all the more necessary since for well-founded 
reasons French Defense Minister Giraud holds the 
view that “given the level of conventional armament 
reached by the Warsaw Pact. there 1s no possibility of 
ensuring Europe's security in the conventional field.” 
and therefore urges “linking conventional defence with 
nuclear deterrence.” That is also a West European 
doctrine. 


On 27 October 1987 the WEU Council of Ministers 
discussed that strategic aspect, stating: “In order to 
remain credible and cffective, the stratcgy of deter- 
rence and defense will have to continuc to be based on 
an appropriate composition of adequate nuclear and 
conventional armed forces, for the nucicar component 
is the only factor that cxposes a potential attacker to an 


unacceptable risk 


That realization will also have to be taken into account 
in France's relationship with NATO and all WEU part- 
ners because according to the French defense minister 
France considers the defense of Europe “primarily the 
defense of Germany.” 


That context also reveals that France 1s departing from 
the military-strategic concept it had in the past of the 
classical buffer area. Regarding its special position in the 
Atlantic Alliance, France, “stating its solidarity with 
Germany” (Giraud), also recognizes the imperative 
necessity to defend itself on German soil together with 
its German neighbor because if NATO in the event of 
war were to lose the battle in Germany. a battle for 
France could not be foughi—ict alone, won—with 
fey forces, if the attack were to be continued across 
the Rhine. 
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If the alles were to be defeated in Germany. the only 
alternative to political surrender im the face of a 
Russian threat would be for France to take the imutia- 
trve for a nuclear sirskke against the aggressor im a 
situation in which France sould not be ablic to defend 
stself otherwise or maintain neutrality. Such a decision 
m a milittarmly untenable situation would involve the 
naximum risk for France of being cxposed to a lumrted 
and selective preemptive nucicar strike by the vector- 
ous attacker. Therefore. the most important strategic 
objective of French security policy ammed al crisis 
control must be to prevent such a situation from 


developing at all. 


Regarding thrs as an unavondabic realization in the sense 
of Napolcon’s statement that “geography ss the nations 
fate.” French policy reficcts the conclusion thal an 
“espace commun de sccuriiec must be created, a com- 
mon security space for France and the FRG. and that a 
must be protected with military means im the scope of 
the Allhance. 


That concept. which also serves the consolidation of the 
U_S. military presence in Germany. includes—in a wider 
sense—Luxemburg. Belgium. and the Netherlands, with 
Great Britain nothwest and Italy southeast of France. It 
corresponds to the WEU's present geopolitical dimen- 
sion and West Europe's strategic situation. That concept 
deserves to be supported by the allies: 11 1s not only im the 
German-French interest. Its European aspect can be 
exploited and developed. On the basis of German- 
French ration, that aspect offers to all partners of 
NATO and the WEU in Europe an opportunity for 
constructive policy im the interests of common secur-ty 
and defense. 


Examines Berlin Initiatives 
DW 291450 Cologne KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU 
in German 29 Dec 87 p 2 


[Interview with West Berlin Governing Mayor Eberhard 


Diepgen by correspondent Volker Bacsticin: ‘ate and 
place not given] 


[Text] [KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU)] Mr Governing 
Mayor, the Western powers intend to approach Moscow 
jointly about improving living conditions for Berlin's 
citizens. What do you expect from that mitiative’ 


Diepgen: Air traffic is the main topic, but traveling and 
visitor issues, problems regarding Berlin's role as a place 
of international East-West conferences, and US. Presi- 
dent Ronald Reagan's idea of making Berlin an Olympic 
city are also important. Interest at present 1s focused on 
air traffic and those conferences. | expect more normal- 
cy, and regarding air traffic, | hope that that Lufthanse 
may some day be allowed to land in Berlin. 
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[KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU] The Soviet Union's 
Berlin polecy seems to be relatively inflexible despitc 


unable at this point to judge what the results will be. The 
relaxation of the position on Beriia would correspond to 


and more FRG citizens to West Berlin” 


Dnepgen: Both sides, East and West Berlin, would benefit 
from an air traffic agreement. An Improvement of the 
city’s traffic links, particularly in north-south traffic and 
im international traffic, 1s mm the interest of the western 
part of the city. 


[KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU] What airports do you 
have in mind” 





[KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU] The GDR is currently 
making the Berlin Wall higher. What can and must the 


[KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU] Does that mean that 
you do not consider the buslding measures a probiem” 


[KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU] Mr Diepgen, permit 
me a last personal question. Do occasionally go to 
East Berton, 20 go to the theater, ? 


Alcxanderplatz and along Mucggcisce as well as gorng to 
the theater or concerts. 


Allies’ Note Handed Over in Moscow 
LD301250 Hamburg DPA in German 1102 GMT 
30 Dec 87 


sp Bonn (DPA)}—The three Western allies 
over a note for improvement of the situation in 
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Chancellor Kohi To Visit CSSR 26-27 January 
DW 301240 Main: ZDF Televwson Network 
in German 1200 GMT 30 Dec 87 


[Announccr-read report} 


[Text] FRG Chancellor Heimut Koh! will pay an official 
visit to the CSSR on 26-27 January. He was invited by 
the Prague government. He will hold talks with Premier 
Strougal and President Husak. Kohl 1s the second federal 
chancellor, afier Willy Brandt. to visit Prague officially 
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2 New Minesters Named in Government Reshuffic 
AU 211412 Parss AFP om English 1355 GMT 21 Dex 87 


a eee ae = (AFP)—Rene Fefter as named 
Moenrster lay om swcoesson to Peerre 
Aubert. who has retered after 10 years om the pow 


The only othe: mcecomer m the gowermmen annownced 
here was Adolf narned Tramspon Muonrsicr on place 
of Leon who has also toad down 


The fix - other portfohos. and the distribution of posts 
among the polstecal partees om the coalstson gowcrmment. 
were unchanged. grving the composition of the ace 
government as follows 

















1800 GMT 29 Dec 87 


i Hi 


strong romans were clecalatiee ja 


snestiy tacagpe. coon 

yon ob A . 

the arca with regard to casualiees. 

It 8 obv:0us what will happen should a semelar accdent 
occur at the US. auctcar depot at Elewsn. 


phe fe seep = 


For his part, Messaadia stressed that Greck-Algerian 
relatsons are based on understanding anu trust 


29 Dec 87 p 23 


once 
Keep 


Croebbel 


Thus, ec 


[Text] In a proclamation to ELEVTHEROTIPIA, the 


“Antsauthority Struggic™ asserts that “we arc not respon- 
sible for the explosson at the munitsons base ~ The group 





We declare that we fave no connection with the drsaster 
at the Malakasa camp. 
‘wgned] The Revolutionary Organization Antiauthority 


Struggle. 28 December 1987. 


considers the entire effort to attribute responsibility to it 
a provocation. The proclamation was found imude a 


trash can late last might at ihe corner of Samou and 
Erateras Streets near Larsa station following a phune call 
to ELEVTHEROTIPIA. The entire text of the proclama- 


ton 1s as follows. 
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Air T Reached With USSR 
TA292013 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1700 GMT 29 Dec &7 


[Text] New arrangements made in the existing Turkish- 
Soviet air transportation agreement will allow Turkish 
Airlines [THY] to carry passengers and cargo to Moscow. 


This arrangement was reached at the end of talks held in 
Moscow to review the existing agreem1i dating from 
1967. A statement Dy the Forcign Ministry says that 
three documents on air transportation were signed at the 
end of these talks. These documents will go into effect 
following the two countries’ exchange of notes on the 
subject. 


The documenis allow THY to carry passengers and cargo 
to Moscow and to stop over in Vienna, Budapest, and 
Warsaw en route. THY will also be able to carry passen- 
gers from Moscow to Helsinki. An agreement was also 
reached that will allow THY to carry passengers and 
cargo to Beijing and Tokyo using the Siberian route for 
its flights to the Far East. 


The statement adds that the agreement reached with the 
Soviet Union is a new step forward ir the existing good 
relationship between the two countries and brings new 
opportunities for opening up Turkey to the Far East. 


The statement notes that the new air flights to be begun 
to Moscow and Helsinki will contribute to the promo- 
tion of Turkey's air links with other countries as well. 


Soviet Official Briefs Inonu on INF T 
TA291917 Ankara Domestic Service in Turki 
1700 GMT 29 Dec 87 


ext} Anatoliy (Stadirov), charge d'affaires at the Soviet 
in Ankara, called on SDPP leader Erdal Inonu 

at his parliament office today. In a statement before the 
visit, (Stadirov) said that he would brief Inonu on the 
INF treaty signed in Washington and deliver the CPSU 
Central Committee's special information on the subject. 


In turn, Inonu said his party regarded the further Jevel- 
opment of relations between Turkey and the Soviet 
Union as beneficial. Noting his party's pleasure over the 
constructive results of the Washington summit, Inonu 
expressed his hope that the continuation of the disarma- 
ment talks would attain results the world over. 


Jordanian Crown Prince Arrives, Met by Ozal 
TA291935 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1700 GMT 29 Dec 87 


[Text) Jordanian Crown Prince Hasan arrived in Ankara 
today as the guest of Prime Minister Turgut Ozal. The 
crown prince was received by Ozal at Ankara’s Esenboga 
Airport 
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Foreign Minister Mesut Yilmaz, State Ministers Y=suf 
Bozkurt Ozal and Adnan Kahveci. as well as the ambas- 
sadors of certain Arab and Middle East countries were 
preseni al the ceremony. 


In a statement, Hasan said that he has brought a message 
to President Kenan Evren on the Arab summit held in 
Amman. He added that his country appreciated Turkey's 
contribution to work carried out by the Islamic Confer- 


ence Organization. 


Ozal explained that the crown prince was expected 
carlier, the visit being postponed due to the carly elec- 
tions held in Turkey. He noted that various issues, first 


Amman Reports on Arrival 
JN291919 Amman Television Service in Arabic 
1800 GMT 29 Dec 87 


[Text] His Hi 
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Minister Turgut Ozal. Upon | 
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’ nce 
panied by Foreign Minsiter Tahir al-Masir and 
Ministry Secretary General Ziyad Fariz. 


In a statement to Turkish television at the ai 
crown prince said his visit follows His Majesty 
Husayn's visit to Turkey and his talks with His 
lency President Kenan Evren earlier this year. He 
that he will brief Turkish officials on the positive results 
of the summit of reconciliation and accord held in 
Amman last month. He said he is looking forward to 
meeting with His Excellency President Evren to 


i 


HH 


The Jordanian side led by His Highness Crown Prince 
Hasan and the Turkish side led by Prime Minister 
Turgut Ozal began the first round of talks a short while 
ago. Ozal will give a dinner banquet this evening in 
honor of the Jordanian crown prince. 
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Crown Prince Hasan left Amman today. He was seen off 
at the airport by the Royal Hashemiute court chief, a 
number of ministers, the chief gadi, the Amman mayor. 
the chief of the royal household, the Royal Hashemite 
court secretary genral, and a number of senior civilian 
and military officials. He was also seen off by the 
Turkish ambassador in Amman. 


Hold Talks 
TA300827 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
2100 GMT 29 Dec 87 


[Text] The Turkish-Jordanian talks on regional and 
international issues, as well as economic problems, have 
been held in Ankara. At the talks, the Turkish and 
Jordanian delegations were headed by Prime Minister 
Turgut Ozal and Jordanian Crown Prince Hasan, respec- 
tively. Ozal later hosted a dinner in honor of Prince 
Hasan. The prince will be received by “resident Kenan 
Evren tomorrow morning, and will then leave the coun- 


try. 


Batu Describes Talks 
TA301246 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1100 GMT 30 Dec 87 


[Text] Jordanian Crown Prince Hasan, in Ankara as the 
guest of Prime Minister Turgut Ozal, has concluded his 
contacts. Prince Hasan was received by President Kenan 
Evren at the Cankaya Mansion this morning. The prince 
presented Evren with a message from the Jordanian king 
extending the latter's best wishes. ign Minister 
Mesut Yilmaz and Jordanian Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Tahir Nash‘at al-Masri were also present at the meeting. 


Meanwhile, speaking during his weekly news conference, 
Foreign Ministry Spokesman Ambassador Inal Batu said 
that this visit is a continuation of the beneficial 
exchanges of views periodically held between Ozal and 
Prince Hasan. Noting that at the talks Prince Hasan 
briefed the participants on the decisions adopted at the 
recent Arab summit held in Amman, Batu added that the 
Iran-Iraq war, as well as other regional problems, were 
also discussed. According to information released by 
Batu, Jordan wants this war to end as soon as possible. 
Jordan also attaches great importance to the implemen- 
tation of the UN Security Council resolution calling on 
the parties concerned to cease fire and appointing the 
UN secretary general to implement the resolution. 


At the Ankara talks, Prince Hasan expressed his views on 
and proposals for securing comprehensive and effective 
cooperation in political and economic fields in the 
region. Batu stated that these proposals will be studied 
and then taken up and developed at experts’ meetings to 
be held in the future. The prince also expressed his 
country’s views on the measures that might be taken to 
ensure the effectiveness and success of the Islamic for- 
eign ministers conference to be held in Amman between 
21 and 25 March 1988. Batu stated that Turkey shares 
these views. The prince will leave Turkey this afternoon. 
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Izmir Mayor: Mideast Refugees Fomer’ Hostility 
TA291523 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 
1513 GMT 29 Dec 87 


Izmir (A.A.}—Burhan Ozfatura, the mayor of the city of 
Izmir on the Aegean coast, today accused refugees from 
Middle Eastern countries of attempting to create “liber- 
ated zones™ in Izmir. 


Claiming that the said refugees organize resistance to 
demolition of shanty homes. ~~ —y insisted that 
immigration to Izmir had a purpose behind it. 


“Those who are chased from Palestine and Lebanon and 
also remnants of some [leftist] factions are exploiting 
every action by the authorities to create hostility in the 
population,” he said. 


Ozfatura further complained thai the resisters placed a 
woman and a baby in shanty homes to prevent their 
demolition by playing on human feelings. 


Ozal Government Receives Vote of Confidence 
7A301127 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1000 GMT 30 Dec 87 


[Text] The second Ozal ment has received a vote 
of confidence from the Turkish Grand National Assem- 
bly [TGNA]. The government received 290 votes in its 
favor and 153 against. The TGNA convened at 1000 
under Speaker Yildirim Akbulut, and proceeded to hold 
a vote of confidence in accordance with Article 110 of 
the Constitution. Of the 443 deputies who participated 
in the voting, 153 voted against and 290 for the govern- 
ment. One ANAP deputy, four SDPP deputies, and one 
CWP deputy did not participate in the voting. According 
to the Constitution, the speaker cannot cast a vote. 


TCP, TWP Issue Statement on Government Program 
7A301005 (Clandestine) Our Radio in Turkish 
to Turkey 0800 GMT 30 Dec 87 


[Joint statement by the Central Committees of the TCP 
and the Turkish Workers Party on the government 


program, date not given] 


[Text] The Ozal government program has been read at 
the Turkish Grand National Assembly [TGNA]. This 
government program, which is basically similar to the 
previous one, will not bring any solutions to the pressing 
problems of the people. This point was proven during 
the last 4-year period. The TGNA was faced with a 
document, disguised as a government program, that was 
devoid of any seriousness. 


The program deliberately lcaves unanswered the ques- 
tion of how the country's primary economic, political, 
social, and cultural problems will be solved within the 
next 5 years. Furthermore, a program which avoids the 
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issue of whether economic, domestic, and foreign poli- 
cies will be umplemented in a democratic way, with the 
participation of the people, or through authoritarian and 
oppre-sive measures. represents nothing dul empty 
promises as far as the people are concerned. Statements 
about development, great leaps, human rights, and 
peaceful relations with neighboring countries carry no 
meaning whatsoever as long as democracy, with all its 
INStitULIONS, IS NOt in the country; the anti- 
democratic articles of the Constitution and in the vari- 
ous laws are not abolished; a general amnesiy is not 
declared; torture is not cradicated; and all syndical 
freedoms, the right to strike, and the existence of the 
Kurdish people are not recognized. 


The government program does not even address the 
toilers. It ts an agreement between the government and 
the militarist and domestic and foreign big capital cir- 
cles, ing to fulfill the basic principles of 24 
January and 12 September. It is now the duty of the 
Opposition within and outside parliament to raise all the 
fundamental problems which have been ignored in the 
program due to the government's weakness. The oppo- 
sition can score various achievements in the ficids of 
democratization, the people's social demands, and peace 
in the region with the support of the masses which are 
currently being crushed by the steep price hikes and 
which will bear the heavy burden of inflation, as has 
been clearly stated in the government program. 


[Signed] The Central Committees of the Turkish Work- 
ers Party; the TCP 


TCP, TWP Joint Statement on Leaders’ Torture 
TA291249 (Clandestine) Our Radio in Turkish 
to Turkey 0800 GMT 29 Dec 87 


[Joint statement by Osman Sakalsiz and Mehmet Karaca 
on behalf of the Central Committees of the Turkish 
Workers Party and the TCP; dated 26 December] 


[Text] Our Secretaries General Kutlu and Sargin were 
subjected to inhuman tortures although they returned to 
Turkey with the aim of legally launching the Turkish 
United Communist Party [TUCP] in line with the deci- 
sions of our parties’ Central Committees and their own 
free will. The decision of the Yeni Mahalle Prosecutor's 
Office not to prosecute the torturers at the end of a 
so-called investigation is not sufficient to absolve cither 
the government or the officials who interrogated Kutlu 
and Sargin of any responsibility. Despite all demands, 
the Prosecutor's Office prevented experts or indepen- 
dent physicians from examining Sargin and Kutlu in a 
bid to uncover evidence of torture. As for supporting 
documents, they, too, consist of reports by doctors 
affiliated with organizations that are actually accom- 
plices to the torturers. 
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The democratic public opinion has [word indistinct] 
concluded that the two general secretaries were tortured. 
Both Demiral, the prosecutor who conducted the inter- 
rogation, and the other police officials continue to argue 
that Kutlu and Sarg:n leveled the allegations of torture in 
order to defend themselves in court and discre“it their 
Statement to the police. This is an entirely nonsensical 
and illogical claim. The two general secretaries do not 
need to defend themselves through such a method. 


While they were still abroad, Sargin and Kutlu revealed 
their identities and their responsible positions in the 
TWP and the TCP. They declared to the press on several 


unless the [word indistinct] and this anachronrstic 
ation changes. Therefore, they do not fear that 
Ne en ae be used as 
evidence against them in court. They both have 

their statements to police on the grounds of torture 


are the general secretaries of two parties banned under 
Articles 141 and 142 of the Penal Code. 


were tortured cannot be linked to their planned defense. 
On the contrary, the torturers’ attempts to conceal their 
actions through devious means can be explained as 
efforts to defend themselves from democratic public 
opinion and to cover up their crimes. 


The government, which fails to cosign the Council of 
Europe agreement aimed at combatting the use of tor- 
ture, is encouraging the torturers, trving to prevent their 
exposure, protecting the institution of torture, and con- 
doning torture as a systematic means of state terror. 
This, however, is a gross miscalculation. Experience has 
shown that governments are unable to control such 
illegal crime organizations, formed within the state 
mechanism in violation of all laws, once they have been 
established. 


In our country, such secret centers, criminal organiza- 
tions, and the nests of torture and terror are a state 
within a state. These forces, which are an extension of 
those which created the 12 March [1971] and 12 Sep- 
tember [1980] coups, tend to oppose the governments 
they are affiliated with because of unkown games of 
interests or calculations. 


While they were being tortured, our secretaries general 
were asked whether they received any support from 
government circles. What would have happened had this 
secret source been able to get this information by forcing 
them to make unfounded statements? For what secret 
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purposes would these unfounded statements be used? 
Who would use such statements obtained by torture in 
our country’s political life for their own dark aims? What 


[signed] Osman Sakalsiz, on behalf of the Turkish Work- 
ers Party Central Committee, and Mehmet Karaca, on 
behalf of the TCP Central Committee 


[dated] 26 December 1987 


CUMHURIYET Assails ‘Threat’ to Press Freedom 
NC 301110 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 


27 Dec 87 p i, 12 
[Unattributed editorial: “A Harmful Development”) 
ext] Law No 1117 — that is, the “Law for Protecting 


idren Against Pernicious Publications” — which was 
published in the official gazette on 12 March 1986, 
marked the beginning of a new era in Turkey. According 
to this law, the members of a committee appointed by 


TURKEY 


the Prime Minister's Office, a number of ministries, the 
Supreme Education Council, and the Directorate of the 
Religyous Affairs Department, decide—on the basis of 
the principles included in the national education law— 
whether printed publications in Turkey are harmful to 
those who are under age. Furthermore, the cor mittee 
members act as experts on court cases related to the 
violation of Turkish penal code provisions on acts of 
obscenity. 


It seems that an important change has tkane place in the 
legal system in Turkey since 1986. The following points 
expiain the change that has occurred: 


1. Government employees have been acting as experts in 
the law courts. Meanwhile, it is natural for the Commit- 
tee on Pernicious Publications to behave in accordance 
with the wishes of the government. since its members are 
appointed by the governmeni. 


2. The law courts are in danger of being guided by the 
executive organ. Objectionable relations are being estab- 
lished between the executive organ and the judiciary. 


3. The concept of obscenity in the Turkish penal code is 
being changed to comply with the National Education 
Ministry's law on basic education. 


4. Publications intended for adults are being assessed on 
the basis of the standards and anxicties which apply to 
those who are under age. Consequently, the penal code is 
interpreted accordingly. 

There is another aspect as well. The Committee on 
Pernicious Publications, which is appointed by the gov- 
ernment, is being used as a weapon against a number of 
newspapers and magazines. Fines imposed on newspa- 
pers and magazines by the law courts in accordance with 
reports by the Committee on Pernicious Publications 
total billions of Turkish lira. 


The Law on Pernicious Behavior and the Committee on 
Pernicious Publications constitute a threat to press free- 
dom in Turkey. Because of the baseless, illogical, and 
ndiculous reports drawn up by the said committee, it is 
to explain the present state of affairs from a 
viewpoint. 


In short, the Committee on Pernicious Publications has 
been converted into an instrument used by the ANAP 
government to exert pressure on newspapers and maga- 
zines. The large fines imposed on several publications 
not only threaten editors and publishers but also endan- 
ger the professional future of all the workers involved in 
producing them. 

Therefore, it would be better if press establishments, 
associations, and trade umons were to consider the legal 
possibilities of combined resistance to this threat. 
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